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| The Coſe of Richard Scorcher, ane of the Perſons impowred by An of Parliament, tomake the Rive 
Me in the County of Surrey e av truly ſtated. And humbly preſented to the conſideration of 
3 the Parliament of England, Scotland, and Ireland, and every Member thereof. 


Mo —_— 'Y Act bearing date June 26, 16 51. the (aid Scotcher, with ſeverall others in the (aid AR named, were impowered to make the River zye Navigible, 
| end to receive, and take to them and their Heirs cc. ſuch Rates and Profits for the Portage of every Tun of Goods, as in the ſaid AQ is limited 
and directed, as by the ſaid Act, relation being thereto had, more fully may and doth appear, | 
—  Thatall Perlons that (ſhould disburſe any money toward the making the (aid River and paſſages, ſhould partake of the bene fit of the ſaid River 
| 9K by virtue of the ſaid Act, according to their disburſments, equall with the firſt nndertakers named therein. | 
That all the undertakers impowered by the ſaid Act, declined the ſaid work except James Pittſon of Stoke Eſq; and Scotcher, who by agreemer.c 
We W took in one Darnelly, | — — 8 ; 
CO TT So That che River was divided into twenty four parts or ſhares, and in order to the accompliſhment of the work, by a Contract with Sir Richard 
” Weſton; twelve of the ſaid twenty four ſhares were conveyed to him and his Heirs, and Pitſon, Darnelly, and Scoteher paid him 1000 |, a peece. In conſideration whereof 
” the aid Sir Richard Weſton was, at his own charge, to make the ſaid River Navigable within the ſpace of one yeer, to commence from the date of the ſaid Agreement. 
kat by an undechand Contract, e within a fortnight after, upon the pretence of the payment of 500 l. had four ſhares of Sir Richard iveſtent moity reconveyed 
to him, whereas Scorcher and Darnelly had but each of them four (hares for 1000 l. apiece, neither doth it appear that the ſaid 5001. was ever paid, but rather that the 
- ame was reconvey'd to diſcharge Sir Richard Weſton from a Covenant, to buy Lind and build Whacfs, for performance whereof, the Manor of Sutton ſtood engaged, 
| hereby Scorcher and Darnelly were extremely damnified, 5 | 
7 "That the faid James Pitiſon, by colluſion and other indirect means, either got into his own poſleſſion, or ſold and received money for all the twelve twenty fourch parts 
or ſhates of Sir Richard Weſtons, upon pretence that the money ſo raiſed ſhould be employed in making the ſaid River Navigable. 


kat the work ceaſing; the (aid Fames Pireſon earneſtly preſſed Scotcher, who was then engaged in xfull and free Trade of Clothing, to undertake the managemant of 
# thefaid work, upon promiſe that he the ſaid Pitſen, upon ſale of the remaining parts of Sir Richard Weſtons ſhares, would raiſe money. ; 
I bat in the carrying on, and perfecting the work, Scorchey hath paid and disburſed 55 37 l. or thereabouts as by account may appear. 
Ik according to the computation of the whole charge, cxpended in making the ſaid River Navigable, the ſame as divided in twenty four parts or ſhares, each twenty 
=: © fourth part ſtands charged with-446 l. 6 8. 6 3. fo that Scorchers four ſhares or parts, comes to 1775 l. 68. 3 d. which being deducted, and all his other receipts from 
the aid Pizfon,and others accounted, he remains out of Purſe about 2344 1. beſides ſeveral ſummes of money paid for Pittſon to redeem his Goods out of Execution, and 
Dobts due upon the River, wherewith as undertaker, he ſtands charged, and is ſued for, while the ſaid Pitſen by fraude, force, ſurpriſe, or other indirect practiſes, hath 
WW gotten into his hands twelve parts of twenty four of the ſaid River, together with the whole Wharfage, and hath for ought can appear, paid or disburſed (more than by 
dim received by the ſale of Sir Richard Weſtons ſnires, and theWharfage ) but 387 l. 148. 10 d. | 
That Scorchey and the Partners that bought (bares, of Sir Richard Weſtons and of Darnelly, were forced to buy 2 proportionable part of the Wharfage ſutable to theic 
-  ſaidſhures, of Pitſol, for which they became obliged to pay him 1600 |. for payment of 10001, being part thereof, Scotcher, and other the Participants, became bound 
= interchangeably.in a Bond of 2000 l. the remaining 6001. being diſcharged with the conſent of the (:id Pitſon, for other weighty conſiderations then appearing. 
T ̃ba: before the ſaid 1000 1. grew due, it appeared thit Pittſen had mortgaged the principal Wharfe, as alſo, that although he pretended, that he had bonght, and paid 
forthe Lind on which the Wharffs were made, that he had onely taken ſome parcels of Lind by force, ſet out, as is believed by the Commiſſioners, but not contracted for, 
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= not ſatisfaction made to the reſpeRive owners thereof, as by the Act of Parliament is in that behalf directed. 
= That Feoscher and the Partners, not knewing how to be enſured in their Title, or to be releaſed againſt their Bond of 1000 l. preferred their Bill in Chancery, Pirtſon 
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= oners, viz. Mr. Thomas More, Mr. John Weſtbrooks, Mr. John Launder,Mr. Richard Forbench, and vr. John Child, who before Scotcher would ſigne the Ocder of Submif- 
ſion, ſolemnly promiſed chat his buſioeſſe ſhould be firſt conſidered, in order to his disburſments in making the ſaid River Navigable. | 
3  Thatcontraryto their ſaid engagement, the ſaid Commiſſioners that met and ated therein, not onely refuſed to hear Scotcher, ot receive his accounts or proofs thereon, 
odr any other on behalf of the Participants, but made an Award ex parte, onely upon the affirmations of the ſaid Pitſon, which ſaid Award the ſaid Pittſon cauſed to be 
Filed, and ade a Decree of the Court of Chancery, and paſſed under the Broad Seal. | 
5 That a the faid Award, notwithſtanding Pittſan in his Anſwer upon Oath did demand but 16001. which was all paid before this laſt Commiſſion, yet did the ſaid 
Cominiſſioners order the payment of 1992 1. 18s. by the Participants, beſides the performance of ſeveral other impoſſibilities in Law. 
That upon motion of the Partners, and after examination, Certificates and debates concerning the regularity of paſſing the ſaid Decree, the Court did declare that the 
uiid Decree was obtained by ſurpriſe, and thereupon ordered the ſame to be ſet afide and vacated. | 
/  February2341657. Councel was heard concerning the Award, and hearing what was alledged on both ſides, the Court did declare, that they were not ſatisfied that . 
* / theſaid at Hoa beconf mel. 1 
arch 5. 1657. upon pretence of the ſame Award, the Court order that 1600 l. therein awarded ſhould be brought into Court, or the In junction to ceaſe. 
II zbat the Participants depending upon the juſtice of their Cauſe, although they could not judge themſelves obliged in equity to an Award made ex parte, yet they of- 
Keren to make a competent ſecurity out of their Eſtates in the River (for their parts of the Wharfage thereto apperraining, they had but a few moneths before paid 1600 |. 


* to Fox) ot to giye other perſonal ſecurity, but nothing but the money would ſatisfie, whereupon the Participants being unwilling to pay 16001. upon ſuch an nnequi- 
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for wh in duty bound) he ſhall daily pray. | TIO 3 
And for whom (as in duty bound) ly pray Richard Scotcher, | / C4 / 45 E 
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